11/28/70 


Dear Paul, 

t'v- 'u?,t J'lni'ilieci a response to a government "opposition" to a 
petition .and motion I filed in the first suit, #718-70, the paper in 
i asic the hMge to hold them in contempt and punish them tor it. 
Tv.n.irds me of some sumptions to you, in the event you undertake to 

rile any 


jits yourself, with an attorney or acting as your own. 


It on any related subject, 
tc. You nay already have 


You should have a complete tile on <-.»ery 
pjn t neons mine, John's, SkolnicK s irivoli^y, 
this for other reasons. 

•Phpre ,r« several imnortancos. iou can spot our errors. John's are 
serious \ as a casual reading of the snwrwmfo answers can in part 
disclose. I made ulut may be « careless on in the paper rex erred to above. 
St made serious mistakes of .judgement, I thin, in the spectro suit-end 
ISr' t know whet he was tal.cing about (a* can happen more easily to any 
lawyer you might have). 

Perhans more important, the government speaks out of both sides ot 
bo tli mouths of both faces. They say one thing on one occasion ana exactly 
the opposite on another. This makes it easy to quote them against 
themselves , which should, usually, bo worth doing. 

Uu to these last two papers, mine and the govts in ilv— 70, - 
you and or Wary everything on mine. I’ll be sending those soon as c 

newest is retyped. 

toy-mi sonr, m.: his latest i d mu- to you. He: says the cane thing, 
independently, about the capacity of soft brain to cause ^tal^to ^ 

fragment, ate. Can you not sac you are grasping a» noviiiu 0 - - 

than imagined straws? 


Sincerely 



